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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 29-35, 37-43, 45-51 and 53-56 are pending in the application. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 



2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 1 1/13/06 and 1/4/07 have been entered. 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 33, 35, 37, 42, 45, 50 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

a. The following terms lacks antecedent basis: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



l. 



the currently executing program- claim 35. 



n. 



the context packet control - claims 37 and 45. 



in. 



the context packets- claims 37, 45 and 53. 



b 



The following claim language is indefinite: 
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i. 



As per claim 33, it is uncertain whether "a second indication" refers to "a 



second user request" in claim 29 (i.e. if they are the same then "said" or "the" should be 
used and "the second user request" must be used throughout all the claims). For 
examining purpose, they will be treated as the same for the remainder of this office 
action. Claims 42 and 50 are rejected for the same reason. In addition, there are too 
many errors to list individually, applicant should consider amending limitations in the 
dependent claims to properly reflect those of the independent claims (i.e. currently 
executing first program v. first currently executing program). 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



6. Claims 29-30, 32-35, 38-39, 41-43, 46-47 and 49-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Kusano (U.S. Patent 5,796,397), in view of Bogard (U.S. Patent 
6,757,365). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



1. 



Kusano was cited in the previous office action. 



8. As to claim 29, Kusano teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method 
of performing task switching in a portable processing device, the method comprising: 
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receiving a first user request to perform a task switch from a currently executing first 
program on the portable processing device [abstract; col. 2, lines 9-14 and 58-67; col. 6, lines 4- 

7]; 

displaying a task switching menu listing a plurality of programs installed on the portable 
processing device that are useful to execute based at least partly on a currently executing 
program [col. 2, lines 14-19, 53-55; col. 5, lines 33-35; Fig. 7]; 

receiving a selection from the user of one of the plurality of programs [col. 6, lines 47-55; 

Fig. 8]; 

executing the selected one of a plurality of programs [abstract; col. 2, lines 9-19 and 43- 
55; col. 4, lines 22-34; col. 6, lines 47-55]. 

9. Kusano does not specifically teach listing only ones of a plurality of programs installed 
on the portable processing device that are useful (Examiner's interpretation of "ones" as "one or 
more" since the applicant failed to define nor preclude this limitation). However, Kusano 
disclosed input items that have no matching items in the new application could be re-used and 
data obtained by the switched application mode is applicable in a new application mode [col. 10, 
lines 24-27; col. 4, lines 29-34]. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made, to have modified the teaching of Kusano to list only ones of 
a plurality of programs installed on the portable processing device that are useful to create a 
more efficient menu that avoid fruitless attempts that would yield non-matching items as implied 
by Kusano (i.e. not listing a clock, a calculator, etc. as displayed in Fig. 3 in the switch to 
application type of Fig. 7). 
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10. Furthermore , Kusano does not specifically teach context switching as recited. However, 
Bogard teaches storing a program state associated with a display status when the first user 
request was received of the first program into a first context packet [Bogard, col. 6, lines 53-63], 
suspending execution of the first program [Bogard, col. 7, lines 28-30], and upon receiving a 
second user request, suspending the execution of the selected program and resuming execution of 
the first program with the associated display status based on the context packet [Bogard, col. 7, 
lines 33-35; col. 9, lines 1 1-20]. 

11. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have combined the teaching of Kusano with the teaching of Bogard, because the 
teaching of Bogard enhances the task switching capability of Kusano by providing the ability to 
switch between different programs and to return to the point where the user left off in the 
currently activated program [Bogard, abstract; col. 6, lines 53-63]. 

12. As to claim 30, Kusano as modified teach the invention substantially as claimed 
including wherein the task switching menu is a pull-down menu [Fig. 7; col. 3, lines 35-36; col. 
5, line 34]. 

13. As to claim 32, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 29 above. 
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14. As to claim 33, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 29 above. 



15. As to claim 34, Kusano as modified teach executing a non-multitasking operating system 
on the portable processing device [Bogard, col. 6, lines 45-52]. 

16. As to claim 35, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 29 above. 

17. As to claim 38, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 29 above. In addition, 
Kusano as modified teach the invention substantially as claimed including a portable processing 
device comprising: 

at least on processor [5, Fig. 1; 13, Fig. 2]; 

a display device [4, Fig. 1; 11, 16, Fig. 2]; 

an input device [1, Fig. 1; 15, 16, Fig. 2]; 

a memory [1, 3, 6, Fig. 1; 12, 14, Fig. 2]; and 

a bus connecting the at least on processor, the display device, the input device, and the 
memory [col. 4, lines 7-48; Figs. 1-2]. 



18. As to claims 39 and 41-43, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 30, 
and 32-34 above. 
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19. As to claims 46-47 and 49-51, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 29- 
30 and 32-34 above. 

20. Claims 31, 40 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kusano and Bogard as applied to claims 29, 38 and 46 above, in view of Bodin et al (hereafter 
Bodin) (U.S. Patent 5,675,762). 

2 1 . Bodin was cited in the previous office action. 

22. As to claim 3 1 , Kusano and Bogard do not specifically teach releasing temporary 
memory used by the first currently executing program. However, Bodin teaches the releasing of 
memory used by a currently running program when the currently running program is switch to 
the background [Bodin, col. 6, lines 44-47; col. 2, lines 49-52; 420, Fig. 5]. It would have been 
obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to have 
combined the teaching of Kusano, Bogard and Bodin because Bodin's method of releasing 
memory of currently running program would improve the resource management and 
performance of Kusano and Bogard's system by allowing re-use of memory once the program is 
suspended. 



23. 



As to claims 40 and 48, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claim 31 above. 
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24. Claims 37, 45, 53 and 54-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kusano and Bogard as applied to claims 29, 38 and 46 above, in view of Song et al. 
(hereafter Song) (U.S. Patent 6,061,711). 

25. Song was cited in the previous office action. 

26. As to claims 37 and 54, Kusano and Bogard do not specifically teach providing a context 
packet control panel to permit the user to set at least one parameter that affects context packets, 
and to manage an amount of memory used by the context packets. However, Song teaches that 
an application programmer could choose an appropriate point at a location in the executing 
program that requires preserving a minimal portion of the processor information across a context 
switch [Song, abstract, lines 20-30; col. 2, lines 16-21]. It would have been obvious to one of an 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to have combined the teaching of 
Kusano, Bogard and Song to further enhance the efficiency in resource management of Kusano 
and Bogard to improve processor performance [Song, col. 1, line 43 -col. 2, line 9]. 

27. As to claims 45, 53 and 55-56, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 37 
and 54 above. 



Response to Arguments 
28. Applicant's arguments filed 1/4/07 have been fully considered but are moot in view of the 
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new ground of rejection. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571) 272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-6:00pm Monday-Thursday and alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Qing-Yuan Wu 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2194 



